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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-31 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) __ is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) Ml is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)C\ accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawlng(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacennent drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action orfonn PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) H Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) 13 Information Disclosure Statement{s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 
Paper No(s)/Mall Date 1 page . 



4) d Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Sunnmary 



Part of Paper No./Mall Date 12042004 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/632,3 27 Page 2 

Art Unit: 1751 

Abstract 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it need not recite "The present relates 
to" in line 1 of the paragraph. In addition, "use to" in line 1 should be replaced with "used to". 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Oaim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. Claims 1-3 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claims 1-31 are indefinite because the proportions of the organic solvent and sodium 
hydroxide or potassium hydroxide are not defined as to whether they are "by weight" or 
otherwise. In addition, claims 2, 4, 6, 8 are indefinite in the recital of "GRAS'' because this is an 
acronym and the recital of "comprising only GRAS ingredients" because the claim to which each 
of them depends upon, that is claim 1, comprises hydroxide which is not a GRAS ingredient. 
Could it be that the composition further comprises said ingredient? 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
1 The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubUc use or on 

sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcation for patent in the United 

States. 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention diereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
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has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resultmg directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 1 - 1 2 and 3 1 are rejected under 3 5 U. S. C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Barby et 
al. (US Patent NO. 4,448,704), hereinafter "Barby". 

Barby teaches an article which is suitable for wiping hard surfaces such as glass to give a 
streak-free finish, the article comprises a substrate carrying a homogeneous aqueous composition 
(see abstract). In Example 43, Barby teaches an article wherein the composition comprises a total 
of 0.09% nonionic surfactants, 0.01% partially esterified resin, 0.01% hydroxyethyl cellulose 
with 2.5 moles of substituent combined (equivalent to GRAS ingredient), up to 100% 
demineralized water and the pH of the composition was also adjusted to 9.0 with sodium 
hydroxide, and the article is wiped over the surface of a black tile as in Example 1 and the 
composition gave excellent results (see col. 13, lines 14-32). The amount of sodium hydroxide 
used to adjust the pH to 9.0 should inherently be at least 0.05%. Hence, Barby anticipates the 
claims. 
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5. Claims 1-13, 16,18, 21, 24, 27-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Barnabas et al, (Pub. No. US 2003/01 19705), hereinafter "Barnabas". 

Barnabas teaches a pre-moistened wipe for treating a surface, the moistened wipe 
comprising a substrate and an aqueous composition (see abstract). In Examples Q and R, 
Barnabas teaches alkaline pre-moistened wipes comprising a substrate and loaded onto the 
substrate an aqueous composition comprising 0.12 wt% C12-16 betaine and 0.1 wt% sodium 
hydroxide, the composition having a pH at about 1 1 (see [0200] and Table on page 16). 
Barnabas also teaches a process of cleaning a surface, preferably a hard surface, comprising the 
step of contacting, preferably wiping, said surface with the pre-moistened wipe (see section 
[0166] on page 14). Barnabas teaches the limitations of the instant claims. Hence, Barnabas, 
anticipates the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinaiy skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. This appUcation currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary, AppUcant is advised of the obUgation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
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the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the appUcability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

8. Claims 14, 17, 19, 22 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Barnabas as applied to the above claims. 

Barnabas teaches the features as described above. In addition, Barnabas teaches that the 
alkaline aqueous composition has a pH range from about 6 to about 13 (see section [0060] on 
page 5). Barnabas also teaches that the liquid composition may comprise a variety of other 
optional ingredients depending on the technical benefit aimed for and the surface treated, for 
example, polymers (see section [0155] on page 13). Barnabas, however, fails to specifically 
disclose a wipe wherein the liquid composition comprises a polymer or has a pH greater than 
about 12. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate polymers into the liquid composition because Barnabas teaches that 
optional ingredients like polymers may be added to the composition to obtain the technical 
benefit that is aimed for and to modify the pH to greater than about 12 because Barnabas teaches 
an alkaline pH range from 6 to about 13 and optimization for the best results is within the level 
of ordinary skill in the art. As to optimization results, a patent will not be granted based upon the 
optimization of result effective variables when the optimization is obtained through routine 
experimentation unless there is a showing of unexpected results which properly rebuts the prima 
facie case of obviousness. See/^a reBoesch, 617 F.2d 272, 276, 205 USPQ 215, 219 (CCPA 
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1980). See also re Woodruff, 919 F.2d 1575, 1578, 16 USPQ2d 1934, 1936-37 (Fed. Cir. 
1990), and In re Aller, 220 F.2d 454, 456, 105 USPQ 233, 235 (CCPA 1955). In addition, a 
prima facie case of obviousness exists because the claimed ranges "overlap or lie inside ranges 
disclosed by the prior art", see In re Wertheim, 541 F.2d 257, 191 USPQ 90 (CCPA 1976; In re 
Woodruff 919 F.2d 1575, 16USPQ2d 1934 (Fed. Cir 1990). See MPEP 2131.03 and MPEP 
2144.051. 

9. Claims 15, 20, 23 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Barnabas as applied to the above claims, and further in view of Barger et al. (US Patent No. 
6,562,142), hereinafter "Barger". 

Barnabas teaches the features as described above. Barnabas, however, fails to disclose a 
hydrophilic nanoparticle into the wipe. 

Barger teaches a hard surface treating composition comprising nanoparticles with particle 
sizes ranging from about 2 nm to about 400 nm, for example, LAPONITE™ such that when 
apphed to a hard surface, the hard surface is hydrophilically modified and exhibits surprismg and 
significantly improved wetting and sheeting, quick drying, uniform drying, cleaner appearance 
and improved transparency properties (see col, 10, lines 18-64; col 12, lines 33-50). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the nanoparticles of Barger into the Uquid composition in the wipe of 
Barnabas because this will provide the composition with surprising and significantly improved 
wetting and sheeting, quick drying, uniform drying, cleaner appearance and improved 
transparency properties as taught by Barger. 
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Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The references are considered cumulative to or less material than those discussed 
above. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lorna M, Douyon whose telephone number is (571) 272-13 13. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays-Fridays from 8:00AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Yogendra Gupta can be reached on (571) 272-13 16. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an appHcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9 1 97 (toll-free). 

^^^^ 

Lorna M. Douyon 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1751 



